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%I CFR Fati 17 

SL!&35&X: The SeL34ce axxxzces 9% 
day find&Is in respect to twc petitions 
and ~xkxmh findings i5 mspect to fouF 
peti%kms ts zmend the Ests of 
Endmgzed aod Tkeatezzd Wi!dSfe 
and Planta. §tatus reviews are iritiated 
fcr the w?Gte-cheeked pintail from 
Puerto Rico, and five srmils and one 
fingernail&m frem New -&Iexko thai 
are subjects of k&o petitions. 
DA7ESz The f&in@ announced in this 
notice were made between )aimary 6 
XXM, and March Z& X!XB. Comments and 
information may be submitted until 
further 5otice. 

aDDREssExItahluatiotbrannme5taar 
questitmsahonklbf?submi~tothe 
Assistant s and WiIdIik 
lkhancement (OEZi& US. Fish and 
WiMifeSf?kU&Wa2J~JX~ 
The pet&m m supporting da@. 
and a~mmeats PIE available for publii 
inspection, by appointment. dnring 
normal basksa homa at the Sexvi~‘s 
y~N~ym=i=-=i=- !m 

Vi&k. 
FOR FlJiTlYER -mmacR 
Mr. Marvin E. Ikkwhiy, C&e% Offi- of 
Endangered Speck, US. F& and 
wildiifE servim, \Vaa~ DC al240 
(703/235-2771 or E-l-S 23!5-27711. 
SUPPLEMENTARY -7lDN: 

Sectia qb)@]{AJ of the Endaugered 
Species Ati of l!373, as amended in 1982 
(16 USC. 1531 et seq.), requinzs that the 
Service make a fm on whether a 
petition to list. deli&, or reckkfy a 
spties pmsen*%i substantial scientifk or 
ccurimtial inf-tion tu demonstrate 
thai &e petitioned action may be 
waArraote& To &e maximum extent 
practicabk, this finding is to be made 
w ithi3 90 days of &e mipt uf the 
petitk~ and the ErnKng is to be 
published In-omptiy in the Federal 
Register- Ef the fk1dk3g is positive the 
Service is also requkd to promptly 
commence a review of the status of the 
invoked species. 

Sect&2 4$){3]@) of lhe Ack as 
amended. re@res th2b for any petition 
to reke the L&B 19 EndaFered and 
‘Ikez?ened Wi3ife and Piants that 
corkdns substantial scientific or 
tXiIliG232ia! information a fkdkg be 
made w&in z months of the date of 
rece$ uf the petition on whet&r the 
p~titicmd action is [a] XX~ warranted, 
[b) warrz~ted, or {cj warzated txt 
pre&~de~ 5oz1 immediate p,rop~?sai by 
O?!itX ~Fld& lXW&K#SZk %XtiQIJ 
4(bjt3)!C) requires tha1 peLhims for 
which the action requested ih f5und is 

be warranted but precluded shouid be 
traded as thou& resubmitted on the 
date of such fir&kg. i.e. rec&ring a 
sdxequmi fkudiig lo be mad9 within Z! 
mantk. Such l%rcanlb findings are t5 
be pu%hed RrlJn!Ftiy in !’ ~ Federa? 
R@ster. 

ReceniIy, the Service czeived and 
made sday fiidings ~3 the followLng 
petitions: 

~185. The petitiun contained information 

The Service was ketitioaed by the 
6iew Mm&c~ Department of Game and 
Fish to list ekva species of New 
Mexico molhmcs. This petition was 
dated November Xt,l985, and was 
received by the Service on November z!, 

indicating tha& each of the IO aquatic 
snailazn3one&mtaxais5everely 

[ = BuJ%] Iemur), Caribbean coot (Fufica 

limited in distribution and fixes 
extinction threats recognkd by the 
State on a spednun from we7 higUy 
vulnerable TV modsratdy vulnerable. 
Five of the taxa an? already under notice 
of review by the Service (49 FR 2%64- 
2lWS May 22.1964~ they arc the 
Socorro5pingd~F~nti~~a 
neomexicmzuj. ihe Chupadera sprhg 
snail fFo&ehceh’~ EDJ. the &swell 
sprini snail @3&?&t& sp.], the 
Alamosa spring snail (Tgonia sp). and 
lbe Ptxoa ziahhea mail (Assfminea 
sp.). The other aIx speciea included in 
this petitkm for list@ as threatened or 
endangered arez the GIIa spring snail 
[Fant&idu sp.), the New lbb.ko hot 
spring s5ail ~Fontice~a sp.), the Pecos 
spring snail {Jiufti~~~u sp.], the 
Koster’s &p&g and (i?ycni~ sp.). the 
New Mexico mmsh snail (Pecusorbis 
kansasen&), and the Sang-e de Cristo 
pea-clam (Pisidium sp). After rewiewing 
this p&ion the Service finds that the 
petition does pment substantial 
informa~n indicaw that the 
requested action may be warranted. 
This notice hitiates a stabs review fo: 
the six species mentioned abuve t&at 
were not included h the Service*s May 
i!2,1984+ Notice of Review. 

Staff at the Service’s Caribbean 
Islands Xationd WiklEfe Refuge has 
submitted a petition to add the Puerto 
Rican p~puiation af the white-checked 
pintnil, Ancs bchxrxms& ta the List of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlik 
The petition contains documentation 
that the species has undergone a se&us 
declke islarxkwide since the 19X%. from 
a former coriditio~~ of being one of the 
most abuudant waterfowl there. Habitat 
losses and iZega1 taking are suggested 
as causes for the declina. Availabie 
evidence in&cams that the status of this 
duck is genera& comparable to the 
three other waierfowl species now 
under Retition from the Puerto Rican 
Deparixe~t cf Natural Resources for 
Federal Mkz. Afzer review& tis 
petition the Service finds that the 
petition does present substantiaI 
information thst &e requested actiori 
may be warrankd. Ttis noticf2 initiates 
a st&ts review for the white-checked 
pintn~k 

Recently, the Service made one-year 
findings for the following four petitions. 

&Y a petition dated December ZY. XI&%, 
and received )anusry 3, x%, the Service 
was requested by the Department of 
Natural Resources of the 
Commonwealth of F%erto Rico to Iist aa 
threatened the following four speck 
Puerto Rican crested toad {FMophqme 
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cariben), ruddy duck (Oxyum 
junwicensis), and West Indian whistling 
duck (Dendmcygna arborea). An 
administrative Ending that the action 
requested may be warranted was 
announced in a Federal Register notice 
published on July 5* 1985 (50 FR 13054). 

The Puerto Rican crested toad is 
endemic to the Puerto Rican Shelf and is 
the only member of its family native to 
that area. It has been found at six 
localities in Puerto Rico and one on 
Virgin Gorda, British Virgin Islands. 
Generally these localities were at low 
elevations (below 800 feet) in areas of 
exposed limestone and porous, well- 
drained soil offering an abundance of 
fissures and cavities. The species has 
always been considered rare, and before 
its rediscovery in 1988 was believed by 
some to be extinct. One sizeable 
breeding aggregation was found in 1984, 
in Guanica Commonwealth Forest. 
Additional information on size and 
distribution of populations has been 
very difficult to obtain. The available 
data suggest that most populations are 
near human development, but very hard 
to assess prior to development impacts, 
and that breeding is irregular and 
concentrated; these factors make them 
susceptible to eradication. The species 
has been listed as endangered by the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; but 
studies of its distribution and biology 
are continuing, and the degree of threat 
remains uncertain. However, the hest 
scientific information available 
indicates that the Puerto Rican crested 
toad should be listed as threatened. 

Prior to 1963, the Caribbean coot was 
reported to be abundant in Puerto Rico. 
By 197$ however, it had declined 
seriously enough to be included on a list 
of rare and endangered animals of the 
island. The Commonwealth closed 
hunting on this and the similar 
American coot [F&co anjericunu) in 
Puerto Rico in 1984. Major threats now 
appear to be illegal hunting and the 
destruction and modification of habitat. 
The Caribbean coot appears to prefer 
freshwater lakes, but may also be found 
in coastal lagoons. In southwest Puerto 
Rico, where the species used to be most 
abundant, agricultural development and 
drainage of Cartegena Lagoon between 
1970 and 1980 have contributed 
significantly to its decline. The 
Department of Natural Resources 
estimates that about 200 birds remain in 
the Puerto Rican population, and lists it 
as threatened in its endangered species 
regulations of 1965. 

The West Indian whistling duck has 
become increasingly rare in Puerto Rico 
during the last 89 years, after being 
reported as common throughout the 

island in the late 19th century. It is now 
considered the rarest waterfowl species 
on the island, with a population 
estimated between 150 and 250 
individuals. Hunting was closed on it in 
Puerto Rico in 197% it was included 
under Commonwealth Wildlife Law No. 
70, adopted in 1978 and the 
Commonwealth’s endangered species 
regulations of 1985 list it as threatened. 
However, its preference for densely 
vegetated wetlands and its crepuscular 
habits make accurate population 
appraisals very dlfflcult. Major threats 
appear to be habitat loss or 
modification, and illegal hunting and egg 
taking. 

The West Indian ruddy duck has 
undergone a dramatic reduction in 
Puerto Rico after being reported as very 
common there prior to 1970. It was 
mentioned as “on the verge of being 
endangered” ln the 1973 compilation of 
rare and endangered species of the 
island, and hunting was closed on it in 
1975. The Commonwealth’s endangered 
species regulations of 1985 list this 
species as threatened. Major threats are 
loss and modification of habitat and 
illegal hunting. The species prefers 
freshwater ponds, lakes, and reservoirs, 
but was present on only 5 out of 29 such 
sites in a Department of Natural 
Resources census ln 1979. By 1979, 
Cartegena Lagoon, once considered to 
be the main breeding site for the 
species, but since largely drained and 
eutrophied, supported no West Indian 
ruddy ducks. In 1982 and 1983 censuses 
the Puerto Rican population of this 
species was estimated at fewer than 500 
birds. 

In the case of each of the three 
waterfowl species, two important 
questions are not yet fully answered. 
First is the question of whether each one 
is a limited, definable population in 
Puerto Rico or whether sign&ant 
mixing with stocks of other islands is 
occurring, and second, if such mixing 
were occurring, whether the entire 
species or subspecies is threatened 
throughout a signlftcant portion of its 
range. The Service will seek answers to 
these questions. Based on a review of all 
available data the Service finds that the 
action requested by this petition is 
warranted tith respect to all four 
species. Immediate proposed rules to 
implement the requested actions are 
precluded by pending proposals to add 
other species to the Lists of Endangered 
and Threatened Wildlife and Plants. 
Expeditious progress in listing precludes 
an immediate proposed rule. 

In a petition dated February 8,1985, 
and received February 12.1985, the 
Service was requested by Mr. Patrick 

Hartigan, of Travis Audubon Society to 
list the following six cave invertebrate 
species: Microcreagris texanu, 
Leptoneta reddelli, Texella reddeli, 
Rhadine persephone, Texamaurops 
reddeN, and Cylindropsis sp, (Tooth 
Cave blind rove beetle). An 
administrative finding that the action 
requested may be warranted was 
announced ih a Federal Register notice 
published on July 18,198s (50 FR 29238). 

The Service has completed a status 
review of the Information available on 
the biology, and distribution of, and 
threats to, these six species. The caves 
in which these species occur are located 
on the outskirts of the city of Austin, 
Texas, and are in an area planned for 
residential and commercial 
development, Such development could 
have major adverse impacts on the 
caves, through direct modification such 
as collapse, filling, or sealing: and 
through indirect modification such as 
changes in drainage and moisture, 
pollution wlth pesticides and other 
chemicals, destructive use by humans 
and pets, and introduction of non-native 
organisms such as sowbugs and 
househoid arachnid and insect pests. 
Based on a review of available deta the 
Service finds the actions requested by 
this petition to be warranted in respect 
to all six species. Immediate proposed 
rules to implement +he requested actions 
are precluded by other pending 
proposals to revise the Lists of 
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife 
and Plan!s. 

In a petition dated February 28,1985 
and received March 19,1985, the Service 
was requested by Ms. Laura B. Aherns 
of Lionel, Sawyer and Collins, Attorneys 
for the City of Sparks and the City of 
Rena, to delist the population of 
Lahontan cutthroat trout in the main 
stem Truckee River and Pyramid Lake. 
An admimstratlve finding that the action 
requested may be warranted and a 
review of status were announced in a 
Federal Register notice published on 
August 30,1985 (50 FR 35272). 

The Service has completed a status 
review of all the information available 
regarding the biology9 distribution, and 
habitat of. and threats to, this species. 
This review revealed that objectives of 
the Service’s recovery plan to establish 
a number of self-sustaining populations 
have not been met. Threats identified in 
the recovery plan, including poor water 
quality, inadequate water during 
spawning periods, and the presence of 
introduced predators and competitors, 
have not yet been dealt with adequately. 
The sport fishery in Pyramid Lake, 
although extensive, is supported almost 
exclusively by hatchery production from 

- .-~- --- -. ~.. ~~~----~-.. ~.----.. 
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the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
pyramid Lake Indian Tribe hatcheries. 
Although enhancement of the fishery 
through hatchery production is not being 
questioned, this enhancement has so far 
done little for recovery. The action 
requested by this petition is considered 
not wamanted at this time on the basis 
of the best scientific information 
available. 

ln a petition from Ms. Joel L. 
Beardsley, Mariposa, RR 2 Box 441, 
SummerIand Key, Florida 33942, dated 
April 11,X)85, and received by the 
Service on April 27,1985, the Service 
was requested to determine endangered 
status for the Florida Keys marsh rabbit 
(SylviIqm pdustris hefneri). On June 
14,196~. the Service made a 99-day 
fiiding that the petition did present 
substantial information indicating that 
the requested action may be warranted. 
In the Federal Registe: of August 39, 
1985 (50 FR 35272-35273), the Service 
published a notice announcing this 
findifig and also a review of the status of 
the marsh rabbit. 

This mammal, which was named and 
described in 1984, is known to occur 
only in a few locations in the lower (or 
wes?e*rn) Florida Keys. Tbe petition 
contains documentation suggesting that 
the marsh rabbit’s restricted habitat is 
ieopardized by development, and that it 
has become very scarce in recent years. 
Based on this review the Service finds 
that a determination of endangered 
status for the Florida Keys marsh rabbit 
is warranted, bit precluded by other 
listixzg activity. Additional data wi!l be 
gathered, and expeditious progress is 
being made to list other species that are 
considered to be of higher priority. 

Section a@)(s)[b][iii) of the Act states 
that petitioned actions may be found to 
be warranted but precbcded by other 
listing actions when it is also found that 
the Service is making expeditious 
progress in revising the lists. 
Expeditious progress in listiq 
endangered and threatened species is 
being made, and is reported annually in 
the Federal Register. The most recent 
progress report was published on 
January 9.1988 [51 FR 998). 

The Service would appreciate azy 
additional data, comments, and 
suggestions from the public, other 
concerned governmental agencies, the 
scientific comm:mity, industry, or any 
other interested party concerning the 
species involved in the petitions listed 
above. 
Author 

Washington, DC 20240 [703/235-1975 or 
Frs 235-1975). 

Authoritv: The a&o& for this action is 
the EndaGered Species &t of 1973 (16 USC. 
1531 et seq.: Pub. L.. 93-Zo5,87 Stat. 884: Pub. 
L. 94-359, -Xl Stat. 9Il: hb. L M&92 Stat. 
3751; Pub. L. 9&lS9,93 Stat. I= hb. L 97- 
304g 98 Stat. 1411). 

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17 
FCndangered and threatened wildlife, 

Fish, Marine mammals, Plants 
(agriculture). 

Date& August 8.198S. 
P. Daniel Sdth, 
Depty Assistant Secreta,ry for Fish axd 
Wildhfe and Parks. 
[FR Dot. 86-18739 Filed 8-19-8@ &G am] 
BlLLlNG CODE 431065-M 

This notice was prepared by Dr. 
James D, Williams, Ofice of Rndangered 
Species, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
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